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Coordinator of Technical Services, Millersville University 
PO Box 1002, Millersville, PA  17551-0302 
Phone: (717) 871-7206  •  <jesse.holden@millersville.edu>
Born and lived:  In and around San Jose, CA; Morris, MN; and now Lancaster, PA.
early life:  It never occurred to me that I might be a librarian.
professional career and activities:  I started in acquisitions at stanford 
law library, eventually becoming the Acquisitions Librarian, then joined the 
stanford University libraries as Ordering Librarian.  I have been in my current 
position at Millersville since 2007.  I’ve also been an instructor for the alcts 
online “Fundamentals of Acquisitions” course since 2006, and started with the 
“Fundamentals of Electronic Resource Acquisitions” course last year.
faMily:  Wife elizabeth, son elliot, and baby daughter adelaide.
in My spare tiMe:  Outings with my family, especially the philadelphia Zoo 
or longwood Gardens (and last November to Charleston).  I also enjoy writing 
with fountain pens...but not trying to fix them.
favorite Books:  A Thousand Plateaus by Gilles deleuze and felix Guattari, 
House of Leaves by Mark danielewski, Lord of the Rings by J.r.r. tolkien (il-
lustrated by alan lee), Courtly Art of the Ancient Maya by simon Martin, Mary 
ellen Miller, and kathleen Berrin, The Museum at Purgatory by nick Bantock.
pet peeves:  Doing things that way because that’s how we’ve always done 
them.  And wet socks.
philosophy:  “Change is constant,” or perhaps “You never step in the same 
library twice.”  Also, it’s my favorite subject.
Most MeMoraBle career achieveMent:  Completing the manuscript for my 
forthcoming book, Acquisitions in the New Information Universe: Core Competen-
cies and Ethical Practices, due out from neal-schuman in early 2010.
Goal i hope to achieve five years froM now:  Catch up with weeding 
my yard.
how/where do i see the indUstry in five years:  Pricing models and 
licensing will have to be even more standardized than they already are, since 
neither budgets nor staffing are increasing enough to 
allow for a “workflow of exceptions.”  The continued 
push towards and preference for electronic access 
will result in new models for content creation, dis-
semination, management, and access.  In terms of 
access, the traditional idea of “the collection” will 
continue to be important but it will also be marginal-
ized as the expectations about information and its 
subsequent usage continues to change.  Librarians 
will have increasingly collaborative interactions 
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 2.  Perceived obfuscation of journal 
publishing that prevents a nuanced 
comparison of cost-effectiveness, and
 3.  Tension concerning coverage and 
quality between not-for-profit and com-
mercial publishing.
And now things start to get interesting…
A short blurb (presented here in its entirety) 
notes that the “Chronicle of Higher Education 
for January 24 has a letter from the American 
Institute of Physics and the American Physi-
cal Society giving responses to the Gordon & 
Breach issue.”8  Whenever an “issue” gets its 
own name, one can assume that it has achieved 
a certain threshold of public consciousness. 
However, once the issue fades, so, too, does 
public consciousness.  I am quite certain that I 
have never heard of “The Gordon & Breach 
Issue,” though it is likely many who were part of 
that milieu still remember quite a bit about it. 
Further along, things get even more perplex-
ing.  Two letters composed by Duane Webster 
(who, in 1990, had just recently been appointed 
ARL’s executive director) are printed on page 
29.  The first letter, dated January 19, poses a 
question to ARL directors about a mysterious 
survey issued by The Foundation for Inter-
national Scientific Cooperation.  Information 
about The Foundation and the purpose of its 
survey seemed to be almost nonexistent and, 
not surprisingly, suspicious.  The revelations 
of the second letter, also addressed to ARL 
directors and dated January 24, are further in-
formed by some of the information I have noted 
above . The Foundation’s survey was posted 
using a meter registered to Gordon & Breach 
(see above) who, Webster writes, “as you are 
aware, … is conducting a lawsuit against Dr. 
Barschall, The American Institute of Phys-
ics, and The American Physical Society” 
(see above). 
Shifting gears, but very much related 
to what has proceeded, is what might be 
described as a two-page “info-tisement” (is 
it an ad? is it an article?) that covers pages 
14 and 15.  The title, running across the two 
pages reads: “INFORMATION from Elsevier 
Science Publishers.”  The pages are divided 
into upper and lower registers.  The top one is 
devoted to brief synopses of the key elements 
in the journal publishing process: peer review, 
speed of publication, society affiliations, page 
charging, advertising sales.  The lower reg-
ister identifies major scientific journal types 
(“academic research journal (commercial)” 
“academic research journal (society),” “pro-
fessional journal (commercial),” etc.) and lists 
several characteristics of publishing each kind 
of journal (“no page charges,” “refereeing is 
rigorous,” etc.).  It is, perhaps, all too easy 
to suspect a conspiracy when Elsevier does 
something a little out of the ordinary.  However, 
this info-tisement struck me as a bit weird and 
really cemented in my mind that the discursive 
formation being articulated within this ATG 
issue was not about value, per se, but about 
anxiety about value.
Back to the Midwinter coverage, a sum-
mary of the Publisher/Vendor/Library Rela-
tions Committee reveals that the committee 
unanimously agreed to support a resolution 
forwarded by ALA and ALCTS “support-
ing publication and studies concerning the 
comparative cost of scientific and technical 
journals publishing and disapproval of litigation 
in response to such studies.”9  Here we learn 
that Dr. Barschall is being sued for a Physics 
Today article calculating cost-effectiveness of 
200 physics journals, which definitely helps 
explain some things.
The last featured write-up in this issue of 
ATG is a “Resolution on Free Scholarly Dis-
course,” which was “passed at ALA Midwin-
ter,” reproduced without editorial comment, 
and presumably the same one unanimously 
supported by the Publisher/Vendor/Library 
Relations Committee.10  The resolution affirms 
that “analysis, publication, and dissemination 
of studies and other information concerning the 
competitive costs of such materials and services 
are of vital importance to the library commu-
nity.”11  The resolution ultimately concludes 
“that the American Library Association dis-
approves the use of litigation for the purposes 
of discouraging the publication of such studies 
and information rather than engaging in the 
exchange of views and scholarly debate.”12 
Certainly the timing of such a resolution is not 
coincidental.
So, in sum, we have a panel discussion, a 
lawsuit, some “INFORMATION from Elsevier 
Science Publishers,” and an ALA resolution. 
At this point, we have something that started out 
continued on page 79
